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REMARKS 

Claims l-4» 6-10, 12-15, 17-20 and 22 are pending in this application. Claims 1 and 6-7 have 
been rejected under 35 U.S.C, § 102 as being anticipated by U.S. Patent No. 4,695,435— Spector. Claims 
2 and 8-9 liave been rejected imder 35 U.S.C. § 103 as being obvious over Spector in view of U.S. Patent 
No. 3,948,44S-Andeweg et al. Claim 3 has been rejected under 35 U.S.C, § 103 as being obvious over 
Spector in view of U.S. Patent 3,192,008-Dwyer, Claim 4 has been rejected under 35 U.S.C § 103 as 
being obvious over Spector in view of U,S, Patent No, 4,707,338— Spector ("Spector '338*0. Claim 10 
has been rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103 as being obvious over Spector in view of U.S. Publication No. 
20040037764— Gau et al. Claim 12 has been rejected under 35 U.S.C § 103 as being obvious over 
Spector in view of U.S. Patent No. 5,735,918-BdiTndas. Cteims 13 and 17-19 have been rejected under 
35 U.S.C- § 103 as being obvious over Spector in view of Barradas and in further view of Andeweg. 
Claim 14 has been rejected under 35 US.C. § 103 as being obvious over Spector in view of Banadas and 
in further view of Dwyer. Claim 20 has been rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103 as being obvious over 
Spector m view of Barradas and in fiurdier view of U.S. Publication No. 20040037764— Gau et al. 
Finally, claims 15 and 22 have been refected under 35 US.C. § 103 as being obvious over Spector in 
view of Bairadas and Dwyer and in fisifher view of Spector '338. 

All diese reasons for rgection are respectfully traversed. Upon entry of the amendments set forth 
above and for the reasons set forth below, it is respectfiiUy submitted ftot all the pending dahns in this 
application are now in a condition to be allowed. Review and reconsideration of tiiis sq)plication are 
therefore respectfully requested^ 

Claim Objection 

The Office Action notes that certain wording in claim 4 that had been inadvertently deleted by the 
prior Response, however, claim 4 has been cancelled. 

Claim Rejections 35 USC § 102(b) 

Claims 1 and 6-7 have been rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 102(b) as being anticipated by U.S. Patent 
No. 4,695,435 — Spector. This reason for rejection is respectfully traversed. 

Claim 1 recites limitations directed those embodiments of the present invention descnbed in the 
q)edfication in which a photocell is activated by a change in ainbient light, thereby activating a fan for an 
indefinite period of time until an ''o£P* signal is generated by another diange in arnbient li^t The &n 
&en continues to run for a predetermined period of time after die "off* signal is created. The period of 
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fan activation is therefore comprised of an indefinite period (the time between the activation and 
deactivation events) coupled wifli a predetermined period (fixed from tiie deactivation event). Such 
embodiments are described, for example in the Abstract: "When a light is turned on ...the fan will be 
activated , . . until the light source is turned off...and only then either immediately shut down» or shut 
down after a predetermined time period:" As further set forth in the description at page 4, line 29, in such 
embodiments, . .the fen 120 could run for a predetermined time (e.g.. five minutes) or for a fixed time 
after the light source changes again, for example, when a light is tumed off" 

In contradistinction, it is respectfully submitted that Spector discloses a markedly different device 
in which a change in ambient light generates a signal that activates the &n, but the fan is immediately shut 
off wl^en the ambient light diminishes subsequent to the initial activating event The E7(:aminer*s attention 
is directed to jSpector, col. S, lines 12-14, which states fliat: *The moment, however, the light is tumed off, 
this discbarge is discontinued/* 

Thus, the present invention is directed to a system in which a deactivation signal is created after 
the fan has been running for an indefinite time but the fan is actually deactivated only after a 
predetermined time has passed, i.e., the fan continues to lun after a deactivation signal is created. Thus, 
the total time period of activation is indefinite, but the fan does not shut off immediately when the 
ambient light or changes. Claim I , as amended, clearly and positively recites this feature of &e invention. 
In order to anticipate a claim, a prior art reference must expressly contain each and eveiy limitation of the 
claimed subject matter. Spector therefore does not anticipate claim 1. Clsdms 6-7 depend from claim 1 
and for the same reason are not anticipated. Therefore, this reason for rejection should be withdrawn. 

Claim Rejections 35 USC § 103 

Claims 2 and 8-9 have been rejected under 35 U,S.C. § 103 as being obvious over Spector in 
view of U,S. Patent No, 3p948,445-Andeweg et al. This reason for rejection is respectfully traversed. 
Claims 2 and 8-9 depend &om claim 1, which for die reasons set forth above has been demonstrated to be 
patentably distinct from Spector. Therefore, claims that depend from this novel and non-obvious claim 
should also be found to be allowable over the asserted combination of references. 

Claim 3 has been rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103 as being obvious over Spector in view of U.S. 
Patent 3,1 92,008-Dwyer. This reason for rejection is respectftdly traversed. Claim 3 depends ficom 
claim 1 which has been demonstrated to be patentably distinct from Spector. Tbereforet since claim 3 
depends from a novel and non-obvious claim it should also be found to be allowable over liie asserted 
combination of references. 
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Claim 4 has been rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103 as being obvious over Spector in view of U.S. 
Patent No. 4,707,338— Spector ("Spector '338). This re^n for rejection is respectfully traversed. 
Claim 4 has been canceled, but the limitations of claim 4 have been substantially added to claim 1, which 
has been demonstrated to be patencably distinct fiom Spector. Therefore, the arguments that pertain to 
claim 4 pertain to amended claim 1 . Simply put, the Spector ('435) reference teaches only ttat a 
fragrance generator should be activated by a light being turned on» and deactivated by the light being 
turned off. The Spector ^338 reference discloses a system in which turning a U^t on or off results in a 
fragrance generator running for a fixed, predetermined period of time only i^er the event and does not 
teach or suggest miming the generator for an indefinite period of time, as required by claim 1 . Moreover, 
the two Spector references cannot be combined, since Spector*338 explicitly teaches that it is desire able 
in a refrigerator or a closet to run a fragrance generator only while the door is shut Similarly, as cited 
above, Spector (*43S) teaches diat the fragrance generator must immediately cease operation when the 
level of light changes. Therefore, these references cannot properly be combined in the manner asserted 
since the references themselves teach away form the proposed combination. Finally, neitber lef^ence 
addresses the problem solved by the present invention in which a fragrance generator runs for an 
indefinite period, such as while a palron uses a restroom, and then runs for a brief time afterward to 
refresh liiB air, but shuts down alter a predetermined thne to preserve power and fragrance. A system 
combining and indefinite period followed by a pre-determined period is simply not recognized in the prior 
art as being required. 

Claim 10 has been rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103 as being obvious over Spector in view of U.S. 
Publication No. 20040037764 — Gau et al. This reason for rejection is respectfully traversed. Claim 10 
depends from claim 1 which has been demonstrated to be patentably distinct from Spector. Therefore, 
since claim 10 depends from a novel and non-obvious claim it should also be found to be allowable over 
the asserted combination of references. 

Claim 12 has been rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103 as being obvious over Spector in view of U.S. 
Patent No. 5 J35,9l8-J3aira4as» This reason for rejection is respectfully traversed. Claim 12 is 
patentably distinct from Spector for the reasons expressed above with reference to claim 1, namely, that 
after the motion sensor determines that a deactivation signal should be sent, die fan continues to run for a 
fixed period of time after the "deactivation eyent," This feature is ndtber disclosed nor suggested by 
Spector or Barradas. Therefore, claim 12 should be found to be allowable over the asserted combination 
of references. 
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Claims 13 and 17-19 have been lejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103 as being obvious over Spector in 
view of Barradas and in further view of Andeweg. This reason for rejection is respectfully traversed. 
Claims 13 and 17-19 depend from claim 12, which has been demonstrated to be patentably distinct from 
Spector. Therefore, since these claims depend from a novel and non-obvious claim they should also be 
found to be allowable over the asserted combination of references. 

Claim 14 has been rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103 as being obvious over Spector in view of 
Baxradas and in further view of Dwyer. This reason for rejection is respectfully traversed. Claim 14 
depends from claim 12, which has been demonstrated to be patentably distinct from Spector. Therefore, 
since claim 14 depends from this novel and non-obvious claim should also be found to be allowable. 

Claim 20 has been refected under 35 U.S.C, § 103 as being obvious over Spector in view of 
Banadas and in further view of U.S. Publication No, 20040037764 — Gau et al. This reason for rejection 
is respectfully traveled. Claim 20 depends from claim 12, which has been demonstrated to be patentably 
distinct from Spector. Therefore, since claim 20 depends from this novel and non-obvious claim should 
also be found to be allowable. 

Claims 15 and 22 have beem rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103 as being obvious over Spector in 
view of Bairadas and Dwyer and in further view of Spector ^338. This reason for rejection is respectfully 
traversed. Claim 22 depends from claim 12, which has been demonstrated to be patentably distinct from 
3pector. Claim 15 has been canceled but its limitation have been substantially incorporated into claim 12. 
For the reasons set froth above with reference to claim 4, there is no teaching or suggestion in the prior art 
to combine the Spector (*435) and Spector '338, and I=even if such a combination were made, the 
claimed system would still differ from the combined teachings of the references. Therefore, claims 1 5 
and 22 would not have been obvious and should also be found to be allowable. 

Summary 

None of the references properly of record, alone or in any pennissible combination teach the 
combination of features recited in independent claims 1 and 12. Moreover none of these references 
suggest their combination or modification. For this additional reason, neither of these claims nor any 
dependent claims would have been obvious. 
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Conclusion 

For all these reasons> it is respectfully submitted that the present application, including the 
amendments set forth above and the additional materials submitted herewith, is now in a condition to be 
allowed. Notice to this effect is earnestly solicited. 



Respectfully submitted, 



Dated: June 7, 2006 



Albert T. Keyack ^ ( 
Reg, No. 32,906 
Attorney for Applicant 
(215)738-5925 
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